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DETAILED ACTION 
Specification 

1 . The title of the invention is not descriptive. A new title is required that is clearly 
indicative of the invention to which the claims are directed. 

Claim Objection 

2. Claim 6 is objected to because of the following informalities: Claim 6 contains 
"A" in lines 3, 6, 8, and 10 should be -a--. Appropriate correction is required. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC S 102(e) 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless ~ 

(e) the invention was described in (1 ) an application for patent, published under section 
122(b), by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for 
patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United 
States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an international 
application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for 
purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the 
international application designated the United States and was published under Article 
21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 



4. Claims 1,4-6, 9-11, and 14-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102 (e) as being 
anticipated by Hirayama et al (U.S. Patent No. 7,343,405). Hirayama's patent meets all 
the limitations for claims 1, 4-6, 9-11, and 14-16 recited in the claimed invention. 



5. As to claim 1, Hirayama et al teach an optical disc playing method (figures 1 and 
16; column 4 lines 23-51; and column 14 line 52 to column 15 line 23), comprising: 
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receiving a command from an user, which requires to play a part of content of a 
program in an optical disc; sending a request which requires to provide the related 
information of the part of content; receiving the related information; playing the disc in 
coordination with the part of content using the received related information (figure 7; and 
column 6 lines 13-55). 

6. As to claims 4-5, Hirayama et al teach that the information corresponding to the 
part of content including the audio information and the caption information (figure 2; and 
column 4 lines 52-67). 

7. As to claims 6 and 9-1 0, they are also rejected for the same reasons set forth to 
rejecting claims 1 and 4-5 above, since claims 6 and 9-10 are merely an apparatus for 
the method of operations defined in the method claims 1 and 4-5. 

8. As to claim 1 1 , Hirayama et al teach a method for transferring the downloaded 

information during playing (figures 7-8), comprising: receiving a downloading request 
which requires to download the information corresponding to the part of content of a 
program in the optical disc; identifying the content in the downloading request; and 
outputting the information corresponding to the content of the downloading request 
(figure 7 steps s4-s7; column 6 lines 28-55; figure 8 steps s22-s25; and column 6 line 
65 to column 7 line 33). 
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9. As to claim 14, Hirayama et al teach that searching the information 
corresponding to the content of the downloading request (figure 8 step s23; and column 
7 lines 2-19). 



1 0. As to claims 1 5-1 6, they are also rejected for the same reasons set forth to 
rejecting claims 4-5 above, since claims 15-16 do not teach or define any new 
limitations than above claims 4-5. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC S 103(a) 

1 1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or 
described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the 
subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject 
matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a 
person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of the 
claims under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the 
various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the 
obligation under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each 
claim that was not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order 
for the examiner to consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(c) and potential 35 
U.S.C. 1 02(e), (f) or (g) prior art under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a). 



12. Claims 2-3, 7-8, and 1 2-1 3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03 (a) as being 
unpatentable over Hirayama et al (U.S. Patent No. 7,343,405) in view of Klemets et al 
(U.S. Patent No. 7,451,229). 
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1 3. As to claims 2-3, Hirayama et al do not teach that the part of content of a 
program in the optical disc including a part of content corresponding to a play-list and 
the request also requiring to play a part of content of a program in the optical disc in a 
language selected by the user. 

Klemets et al teach that the part of content of a program in the optical disc 
including a part of content corresponding to a play-list (figure 3; and column 6 line 55 to 
column 7 line 23) and the request also requiring to play a part of content of a program in 
the optical disc in a language selected by the user (figure 1; and column 7 line 65 to 
column 8 line 47). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Klemets et al stated above in the 
method of Hirayama et al for playing optical disc because it would have improved 
control for optical disc player and increased efficiency and utilization of the optical disc 
player. 

14. As to claims 7-8, they are also rejected for the same reasons set forth to rejecting 
claims 2-3 above, since claims 7-8 are merely an apparatus for the method of 
operations defined in the method claims 2-3. 

1 5. As to claims 1 2-1 3, they are also rejected for the same reasons set forth to 
rejecting claims 2-3 above, since claims 12-13 do not teach or define any new 
limitations than above claims 2-3. 
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Additional Reference 

16. The examiner as of general interest cites the following reference, 
a. Danner et al, U.S. Patent No. 7,219,136. 



Contact Information 

1 7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Bharat Barot whose Telephone Number is (571) 
272-3979. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday from 7:00 AM to 
3:30 PM. Most facsimile-transmitted patent application related correspondence is 
required to be sent to the Central FAX Number (571) 273-8300. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Saleh Najjar , can be reached at (571) 272-4006. 



/Bharat N Barot/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2455 

October 08, 2009 



